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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Communication is in response to the Amendment filed 21 February 201 1 . 

2. Claims 24-30, 33, 35, 36, 41 -45, 48-54, 56-63, 65-72 and 76-79 are currently 
pending. In the Amendment filed 21 February 201 1 , none of the claims are amended. 
This action is made Final. 

3. The rejections of claims 24-30, 33, 35-36, 41 -45, 48-54, 56-63, 65-72 and 76-79 
as being unpatentable over US Patent No 6,427,032 to Irons et al in view of US Patent 
5,557,512 to Vanko et al in view of US Patent No 5,615,367 to Bennett et al have been 
maintained. 
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Claim Objections 

4. Claims 24, 41 , 48, 56 and 66-68 objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

Referring to claim 24, the claim utilizes the phrase "is usable to" in line 12. 

Referring to claim 41, the claim utilizes the phrase "is usable to" in line 16 and 
the phrase "is retrievable from" in line 23. 

Referring to claim 48, the claim utilizes the phrase "is usable to" in line 16. 

Referring to claim 56, the claim utilizes the phrase "is usable to" in line 15. 

Referring to claim 66, the claim utilizes the phrase "is retrievable from" in line 3. 

Referring to claim 67, the claim utilizes the phrase "is retrievable from" in line 1 . 

Referring to claim 68, the claim utilizes the phrase "is retrievable by" in line 3. 

It has been held that the recitation that an element is "able to" perform a function 
is not a positive limitation but only requires the ability to so perform. It does not 
constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. In re Hutchison, 69 USPQ 138. 
Therefore, it is suggested that the phrases "usable to" and "retrievable from(by)" be 
changed to "used to" and "retrieved from (by)." 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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35 USC § 101 - Clarifications 

5. It is noted that the claimed computer readable memory medium is considered to 
be represented by the disclosed computer and therefore is considered to be limited to 
statutory embodiments which meet the requirements under 35 USC 101 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 24-30, 33, 35-36, 41-45, 48-54, 56-63, 65-72 and 76-79 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent No 6,427,032 to 
Irons et al (hereafter Irons) in view of US Patent 5,557,512 to Vanko et al (hereafter 
Vanko) in view of US Patent No 5,615,367 to Bennett et al (hereafter Bennett). 

Referring to claim 24, Irons discloses a method, comprising: 
receiving a succession of electronic documents into a computer document 
management system, wherein each of the succession of electronic documents is 
received at a corresponding point in time [scanning or imaging the documents] (see 
column 7, lines 52-67); and 

for each of at least a subset of the received electronic documents: 
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the computer system generating a corresponding unique identifier 
[globally unique identifier] (see column 8, lines 30-64 and column 15, lines 24- 
48); and 

the computer system storing, a respective plurality of attributes relating to 
the electronic document [meta-data] in each of a plurality of tables [indexes - the 
multiple indexes are considered to represent a plurality of tables] accessible to 
the computer system, wherein at least one of the plurality of tables includes the 
generated unique identifier [unique global identifier] as one of its respective 
plurality of attributes, and wherein the generated unique identifier is usable to 
access each of the plurality of tables [the globally unique document identifier is 
used to effectively link the document image to the record in the database, 
facilitating later retrieval of the document image, typically via the indexes], and 
wherein at least one of the plurality of tables includes a first attribute containing 
information indicating a location of a physical document corresponding to the 
electronic document (see column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and 
column 23, lines 39-41); and 

the computer system accessing the plurality of attributes [meta-data] for 
the electronic document in at least one of the plurality of tables using the 
corresponding unique identifier [globally unique identifier] for the electronic 
document (see column 6, lines 42-58 and column 8, lines 30-49). 
While Irons discloses assigning a globally unique identifier to the documents, 
Irons fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of the computer system wherein 
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unique time-based identifier identifies a date and time of day corresponding to the point 
in time at which the electronic document was received by the computer system. Vanko 
discloses an electronic system for data entry (see abstract), including the further 
limitation of the computer system generating a corresponding unique time-based 
identifier identifying a date and time of day that the electronic document was received 
by the computer system [the file name, recorded on May the third, 1994, at 3:09 pm, 
would be 940503.1 50] (see column 1 5, line 56 - column 1 6, line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the concept of a unique time-based identifier representing the time a 
document is scanned into the system as disclosed by Vanko as the global identifier of 
Irons. One would have been motivated to do so since the identifier of Irons can be 
anything that identifies the document and a time-based identifier provides a unique 
identifier, which also supplies additional meta-data about the document. 

The combination of Irons and Vanko (hereafter Irons/Vanko) fails to explicitly 
disclose that the database is a relational database. Bennett discloses the management 
of data, including the further limitation of the use of a relational database (see column 8, 
line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67; and column 10, lines 14-23). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize a relational database of Bennett as the storage mechanism of 
Irons/Vanko. One would have been motivated to do so since a relational database is an 
SQL compatible database and according to Irons, the repository may be a SQL 
compatible database (see column 1 1 , lines 45-59). 
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Referring to claim 25, the combination of Irons/Vanko and Bennett (hereafter 
Irons/Vanko/Bennett) discloses the method of claim 24, wherein, for a given electronic 
document received by the computer system: a first of the plurality of tables is configured 
to store a plurality of attributes relating to an entity originating the given electronic 
document; and a second of the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of 
attributes relating to the location of a physical document corresponding to the given 
electronic document (Irons: see column 6, lines 25-58 and Bennett: column 8, line 65 - 
column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67; and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 26, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 25, 
wherein a date and time of day at which a given electronic documents is received by the 
computer system corresponds to a date and time of day at which the first electronic 
document was created by imaging a physical document [the moment the OUTPUT 
button was activated] (Vanko: see column 15, line 56 - column 16, line 5 and Irons: see 
column 8, lines 30-64 and column 15, lines 24-48). 

Referring to claim 27, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 26, 
further comprising the computer system retrieving a given electronic document in the 
succession of electronic documents from the electronic storage using the corresponding 
unique time-based identifier for the given electronic document; and wherein the time of 
day is specified by at least an hour value, a minutes value, and a seconds value 
(Vanko: see column 15, line 50 - column 16, line 5). 

Referring to claim 28, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 24, 
wherein said receiving includes: receiving imaged electronic documents (Irons: see 
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column 7, lines 58-61); and/or receiving computer generated electronic documents 
(Irons: see column 7, lines 62-64). 

Referring to claim 29, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 28, 
wherein the imaged electronic documents include electronic documents that were 
created by imaging corresponding physical documents, wherein each corresponding 
physical document is marked with the corresponding unique time-based identifier after 
said imaging [prints and applies a label directly onto the paper-based document] (Irons: 
see column 13, lines 1-16). 

Referring to claim 30, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 28, 
wherein the computer generated electronic documents include electronic documents 
received from one or more of the following sources: word processing programs, 
graphics programs, e-mail, facsimile transmissions [e-mail] (Irons: see column 7, lines 
52-67). 

Referring to claim 33, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 24, 
further comprising: accessing a first electronic document stored in the storage system 
using a first unique time-based identifier, wherein the first unique time-based identifier 
corresponds to a first date and point in time of day when the first electronic document 
was received into the document management system [the file name, recorded on May 
the third, 1994, at 3:09 pm, would be 940503.150] (Irons: see column 7, lines 34-51 ; 
column 8, lines 30-64 and column 23, lines 39-41 and Vanko: see column 15, line 56 - 
column 16, line 5). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the concept of a unique time-based identifier representing the time a 
document is scanned into the system as disclosed by Vanko as the global identifier of 
Irons. One would have been motivated to do so since the identifier of Irons can be 
anything that identifies the document and a time-based identifier provides a unique 
identifier, which also supplies additional meta-data about the document. 

Referring to claim 35, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 25, 
wherein: a third of the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes 
relating to a task associated with the given electronic document; and a fourth of the 
plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes relating to the physical 
document that corresponds to the given electronic document, wherein an attribute in the 
fourth table includes a type of physical document (Bennett: see column 8, line 65 - 
column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67 and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 36, Irons/Vanko/Bennet discloses the method of claim 35, 
wherein a fifth of the plurality of tables is configured to store a unique value for the given 
document, wherein the unique value is formed by a combination of a value of a first key 
of the first table and a value of a second key of the second table (Bennett: see column 
8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 , column 9, lines 48-67 and column 1 0, lines 1 4-23). 

Referring to claim 41, Irons discloses a document management system, 
comprising: 

an input unit [document input mechanism 110] configured to receive a 
succession of electronic documents into a computer document management system, 
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wherein each of the succession of electronic documents is received at a corresponding 
point in time [scanning or imaging the documents] (see column 7, lines 52-67); and 

a storage subsystem [item 130] coupled to the input unit and configured to store 
the succession of electronic documents in an electronic storage using corresponding 
unique identifiers (see Fig 1 and column 6, lines 42-67); 

a computer system [item 200] coupled to both the input unit [item 110] and the 
storage subsystem [item 130] (see Fig 1 and column 6, lines 59-67), wherein the 
computer system is configured, for each of at least a subset of the received electronic 
documents, to: 

generate a unique identifier [globally unique identifier] (see column 8, lines 
30-64 and column 15, lines 24-48); and 

use the unique identifier to store the electronic document in the storage 
subsystem (see column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and column 23, 
lines 39-41); 

store, a respective plurality of attributes relating to the electronic document 
[meta-data] in each of a plurality of tables [indexes - the multiple indexes are 
considered to represent a plurality of tables], wherein at least one of the plurality 
of tables includes the unique identifier [unique global identifier] for the electronic 
document as one of its respective attributes, wherein the generated unique 
identifier is usable to access each of the plurality of tables [the globally unique 
document identifier is used to effectively link the document image to the record in 
the database, facilitating later retrieval of the document image, typically via the 
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indexes], and wherein at least one of the plurality of tables includes a first 
attribute containing information indicating a location of a physical document 
corresponding to the electronic document (see column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, 
lines 30-64 and column 23, lines 39-41); and 

access the plurality of attributes [meta-data] for the electronic document in 
at least one of the plurality of tables using the corresponding unique identifier 
[globally unique identifier] for the electronic document (see column 6, lines 42-58 
and column 8, lines 30-49); and 

wherein the succession of electronic documents is retrievable from the 
electronic storage using unique time-based identifiers [the globally unique 
document identifier is used to effectively link the document image to the record in 
the database, facilitating later retrieval of the document image, typically via the 
indexes] (see column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and column 23, lines 
39-41). 

While Irons discloses assigning a globally unique identifier to the documents, 
Irons fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of the computer system wherein the 
unique identifier is time based. Vanko discloses an electronic system for data entry 
(see abstract), including the further limitation wherein the unique identifier is time based 
[the file name, recorded on May the third, 1994, at 3:09 pm, would be 940503.150] (see 
column 15, line 56 - column 16, line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the concept of a unique time-based identifier representing the time a 
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document is scanned into the system as disclosed by Vanko as the global identifier of 
Irons. One would have been motivated to do so since the identifier of Irons can be 
anything that identifies the document and a time-based identifier provides a unique 
identifier, which also supplies additional meta-data about the document. 

The combination of Irons and Vanko (hereafter Irons/Vanko) fails to explicitly 
disclose that the database is a relational database. Bennett discloses the management 
of data, including the further limitation of the use of a relational database (see column 8, 
line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67; and column 10, lines 14-23). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize a relational database of Bennett as the storage mechanism of 
Irons/Vanko. One would have been motivated to do so since a relational database is an 
SQL compatible database and according to Irons, the repository may be a SQL 
compatible database (see column 1 1 , lines 45-59). 

Referring to claim 42, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 41 , wherein the input unit is configured to receive a first 
electronic document at a first point in time corresponding to a first date and a first time 
of day within the first date, wherein the computer system is configured to generate a 
unique time-based identifier for the first electronic document that corresponds to the first 
date and the first time of day [the file name, recorded on May the third, 1 994, at 3:09 
pm, would be 940503.150] (Irons: see column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and 
column 23, lines 39-41 and Vanko: see column 1 5, line 56 - column 1 6, line 5). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the concept of a unique time-based identifier representing the time a 
document is scanned into the system as disclosed by Vanko as the global identifier of 
Irons. One would have been motivated to do so since the identifier of Irons can be 
anything that identifies the document and a time-based identifier provides a unique 
identifier, which also supplies additional meta-data about the document. 

Referring to claim 43, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 41 , wherein, for a given electronic document received by 
the input unit: a first of the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes 
relating to an entity originating the given electronic document; and a second of the 
plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes relating to the location of 
a physical document corresponding to the given electronic document (Irons: see column 
6, lines 25-58 and Bennett: column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67; 
and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 44, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 42, wherein: a third of the plurality of tables is configured 
to store a plurality of attributes relating to a task associated with the given electronic 
document; and a fourth of the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of 
attributes relating to the physical document that corresponds to the given electronic 
document, wherein an attribute in the fourth table includes a type of physical document; 
a fifth of the plurality of tables is configured to store a unique value for the given 
document, wherein the unique value is formed by a combination of a value of a first key 
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of the first table and a value of a second key of the second table (Bennett: see column 
8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67 and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 45, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 42, wherein the first electronic document originated from 
an electronic document provided as input to the document management system (Irons: 
see column 7, lines 58-64). 

Referring to claim 48, Irons discloses a method, comprising: 

first means [document input mechanism 110] for receiving a succession of 
electronic documents into a document management system, wherein each of the 
succession of electronic documents is received at a corresponding point in time 
[scanning or imaging the documents] (see column 7, lines 52-67); and 

second means for generating a corresponding unique identifier [globally unique 
identifier] for each of at least a subset of the received electronic documents, wherein the 
second means is coupled to the first means (see column 8, lines 30-64; column 15, 
lines 24-48; and Fig 1); and 

third means [image storage mechanism 130] for storing each of at least a subset 
of the received the electronic documents using the corresponding unique identifiers, 
wherein the third means is coupled to the second means (see Fig 1 and column 6, lines 
42-67) 

wherein the third means is configured to store, for each of the at least a 
subset of the received electronic documents, a respective plurality of attributes 
relating to the electronic document [meta-data] in each of a plurality of tables 
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[indexes - the multiple indexes are considered to represent a plurality of tables], 
wherein at least one of the plurality of tables includes the generated unique 
identifier [unique global identifier] as one of its respective plurality of attributes, 
wherein the generated unique identifier is usable to access each of the plurality 
of tables [the globally unique document identifier is used to effectively link the 
document image to the record in the database, facilitating later retrieval of the 
document image, typically via the indexes], and wherein at least one of the 
plurality of tables includes a first attribute containing information indicating a 
location of a physical document corresponding to the electronic document (see 
column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and column 23, lines 39-41); and 
fourth means for accessing, for a given one of the succession of electronic 
documents, the respective plurality of attributes [meta-data] for the given document in at 
least one of the plurality of tables using the corresponding unique identifier [globally 
unique identifier] for the electronic document (see column 6, lines 42-58 and column 8, 
lines 30-49). 

While Irons discloses assigning a globally unique identifier to the documents, 
Irons fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation wherein the unique identifier is time- 
based and corresponds to a point in time at which the electronic document was 
received. Vanko discloses an electronic system for data entry (see abstract), including 
the further limitation wherein the unique identifier is time-based and corresponds to a 
point in time at which the electronic document was received [the file name, recorded on 
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May the third, 1 994, at 3:09 pm, would be 940503.1 50] (see column 1 5, line 56 - 
column 16, line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the concept of a unique time-based identifier representing the time a 
document is scanned into the system as disclosed by Vanko as the global identifier of 
Irons. One would have been motivated to do so since the identifier of Irons can be 
anything that identifies the document and a time-based identifier provides a unique 
identifier, which also supplies additional meta-data about the document. 

The combination of Irons and Vanko (hereafter Irons/Vanko) fails to explicitly 
disclose that the database is a relational database. Bennett discloses the management 
of data, including the further limitation of the use of a relational database (see column 8, 
line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67; and column 10, lines 14-23). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize a relational database of Bennett as the storage mechanism of 
Irons/Vanko. One would have been motivated to do so since a relational database is an 
SQL compatible database and according to Irons, the repository may be a SQL 
compatible database (see column 1 1 , lines 45-59). 

Referring to claim 49, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management of claim 48, wherein a unique time-based identifier for a given one of the 
succession of electronic documents corresponds to a date and time of day within that 
date that the given electronic documents was received into the document management 
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system [the moment the OUTPUT button was activated] (Vanko: see column 15, line 56 
-column 16, line 5 and Irons: see column 8, lines 30-64 and column 15, lines 24-48). 

Referring to claim 50, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 48, wherein the succession of electronic documents 
includes one or more documents, each of which is converted from a corresponding first 
physical document [paper-based document] (Irons: see column 7, lines 58-64 and 
column 13, lines 1-16). 

Referring to claim 51, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 48, wherein the succession of electronic documents 
includes one or more documents, each of which corresponds to an electronic document 
provided as input to the document management system (Irons: see column 7, lines 58- 
64). 

Referring to claim 52, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 48, wherein, for a given one of the succession of 
electronic documents: a first of the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of 
attributes relating to an entity originating the given electronic document; and a second of 
the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes relating to the location 
of a physical document corresponding to the given electronic document (Irons: see 
column 6, lines 25-58 and Bennett: column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, 
lines 48-67; and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 53, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 52, wherein: a third of the plurality of tables is configured 



Application/Control Number: 10/667,401 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2167 

to store a plurality of attributes relating to a task associated with the given electronic 
document; and a fourth of the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of 
attributes relating to the physical document that corresponds to the given electronic 
document, wherein an attribute in the fourth table includes a type of physical document 
(Bennett: see column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67 and column 
10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 54, Irons/Vanko/Bennet discloses the document 
management system of claim 53, wherein a fifth of the plurality of tables is configured to 
store a unique value for the given document, wherein the unique value is formed by a 
combination of a value of a first key of the first table and a value of a second key of the 
second table (Bennett: see column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 , column 9, lines 48-67 
and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 56, Irons discloses a tangible computer readable memory 
medium have instructions stored thereon that are executable by a computing device to 
cause the computing device to: 

receive a succession of electronic documents into a computer document 
management system, wherein each of the succession of electronic documents is 
received at a corresponding point in time [scanning or imaging the documents] (see 
column 7, lines 52-67); and 

generate a unique identifier [globally unique identifier] for each of at least a 
subset of the received electronic documents (see column 8, lines 30-64 and column 15, 
lines 24-48); and 
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store, in an electronic storage, and for at least one of at least the subset of the 
received electronic documents, a respective plurality of attributes relating to the at least 
one electronic document [meta-data] in each of a plurality of tables [indexes - the 
multiple indexes are considered to represent a plurality of tables] accessible to the 
computer device, wherein at least one of the plurality of tables includes as one of its 
respective plurality of attributes the unique identifier [unique global identifier] 
corresponding to the at least one electronic document, wherein the generated unique 
identifier is usable to access each of the plurality of tables [the globally unique 
document identifier is used to effectively link the document image to the record in the 
database, facilitating later retrieval of the document image, typically via the indexes], 
and wherein at least one of the plurality of tables includes a first attribute containing 
information indicating a location of a physical document corresponding to the electronic 
document (see column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and column 23, lines 39- 
41); and 

access the plurality of attributes [meta-data] for the at least one of the received 
electronics document in at least one of the plurality of tables using the corresponding 
unique identifier [globally unique identifier] for the electronic document (see column 6, 
lines 42-58 and column 8, lines 30-49). 

While Irons discloses assigning a globally unique identifier to the documents, 
Irons fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation wherein the unique time-based 
identifier corresponds to the point in time at which the electronic document was 
received. Vanko discloses an electronic system for data entry (see abstract), including 
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the further limitation wherein the unique time-based identifier corresponds to the point in 
time at which the electronic document was received [the file name, recorded on May the 
third, 1 994, at 3:09 pm, would be 940503.1 50] (see column 1 5, line 56 - column 1 6, line 
5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the concept of a unique time-based identifier representing the time a 
document is scanned into the system as disclosed by Vanko as the global identifier of 
Irons. One would have been motivated to do so since the identifier of Irons can be 
anything that identifies the document and a time-based identifier provides a unique 
identifier, which also supplies additional meta-data about the document. 

The combination of Irons and Vanko (hereafter Irons/Vanko) fails to explicitly 
disclose that the database is a relational database. Bennett discloses the management 
of data, including the further limitation of the use of a relational database (see column 8, 
line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67; and column 10, lines 14-23). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize a relational database of Bennett as the storage mechanism of 
Irons/Vanko. One would have been motivated to do so since a relational database is an 
SQL compatible database and according to Irons, the repository may be a SQL 
compatible database (see column 1 1 , lines 45-59). 

Referring to claim 57, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the tangible computer 
readable memory medium of claim 56, wherein a unique time-based identifier for a first 
electronic document corresponds to a first-date and time of day at which the first 
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electronic document was received into the document management system [the moment 
the OUTPUT button was activated] (Vanko: see column 15, line 56 - column 16, line 5 
and Irons: see column 8, lines 30-64 and column 15, lines 24-48). 

Referring to claim 58, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the tangible computer 
readable memory medium of claim 57, wherein the first electronic document 
corresponds to a first physical document [paper-based document] converted into the 
first electronic document (Irons: see column 7, lines 58-64 and column 1 3, lines 1 -16). 

Referring to claim 59, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the tangible computer 
readable memory medium of claim 57, wherein the first electronic document originated 
from an electronic document provided as input to the document management system 
(Irons: see column 7, lines 58-64). 

Referring to claim 60, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the tangible computer 
readable memory medium of claim 57, wherein the first time of day is specified by at 
least an hour value, a minutes value, and a seconds value (Vanko: see column 1 5, line 
50 - column 16, line 5). 

Referring to claim 61, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the tangible computer 
readable memory medium of claim 56, wherein, for a given one of the succession of 
electronic documents: a first of the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of 
attributes relating to an entity originating the given electronic document; and a second of 
the plurality of tables is configured to store a plurality of attributes relating to the location 
of a physical document corresponding to the given electronic document (Irons: see 
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column 6, lines 25-58 and Bennett: column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, 
lines 48-67; and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 62, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the tangible computer 
readable memory medium of claim 61 , wherein: a third of the plurality of tables is 
configured to store a plurality of attributes relating to a task associated with the given 
electronic document; and a fourth of the plurality of tables is configured to store a 
plurality of attributes relating to the physical document that corresponds to the given 
electronic document, wherein an attribute in the fourth table includes a type of physical 
document (Bennett: see column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 ; column 9, lines 48-67 
and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 63, Irons/Vanko/Bennet discloses the tangible computer 
readable memory medium of claim 62, wherein a fifth of the plurality of tables is 
configured to store a unique value for the given document, wherein the unique value is 
formed by a combination of a value of a first key of the first table and a value of a 
second key of the second table (Bennett: see column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 , 
column 9, lines 48-67 and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 65, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 24, 
wherein the received electronic documents include imaged electronic documents (Irons: 
see column 7, lines 58-61). 

Referring to claim 66, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 41 , wherein the succession of electronic documents 
includes imaged electronic documents (Irons: see column 7, lines 58-61), and wherein 
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a given one of the succession of electronic documents is retrievable from the electronic 
storage by presenting its unique time-based identifier to the electronic storage (Vanko: 
see column 1 5, line 56 - column 1 6, line 5). 

Referring to claim 67, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 48, wherein the succession of electronic documents 
includes imaged electronic documents (Irons: see column 7, lines 58-61); and wherein 
a given stored electronic document is retrievable from the third means by presenting its 
unique time-based identifier to the third means (Vanko: see column 15, line 56 - column 
16, line 5). 

Referring to claim 68, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the tangible computer 
memory of claim 56, wherein the succession of electronic documents includes imaged 
electronic documents (Irons: see column 7, lines 58-61 ), and wherein a given electronic 
document stored in the storage system is retrievable by presenting its unique time- 
based identifier to the electronic storage (Vanko: see column 15, line 56 - column 16, 
line 5). 

Referring to claim 69, Irons/Vanko/Bennet discloses the method of claim 36, 
wherein for each of at least a subset of the received electronic documents, the fifth table 
includes: at least an attribute indicating a physical type of the corresponding physical 
document for the electronic document; and an attribute indicating an input type 
associated with a method of creation for that electronic document (Bennett: see column 
8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 , column 9, lines 48-67 and column 1 0, lines 1 4-23). 
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Referring to claim 70, Irons/Vanko/Bennet discloses the document 
management system of claim 44, wherein the computer system is further configured to, 
for each of the at least a subset of the received electronic documents, store in the fifth 
table a first attribute and a second attribute; wherein the first indicates a physical type of 
the corresponding physical document; and wherein the second attribute indicates an 
input type associated with a method of creation for that electronic document (Bennett: 
see column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 , column 9, lines 48-67 and column 1 0, lines 
14-23). 

Referring to claim 71, Irons/Vanko/Bennet discloses the document 
management system of claim 54, wherein the fifth table is configured to store, for each 
of at least a subset of the received electronic documents: a first attribute indicating a 
physical type of the corresponding physical document for the electronic document; and 
a second attribute indicating an input type associated with a method of creation for that 
electronic document (Bennett: see column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 , column 9, lines 
48-67 and column 10, lines 14-23). 

Referring to claim 72, Irons/Vanko/Bennet discloses the computer readable 
memory medium of claim 63, wherein the fifth table is configured to store for each of at 
least a subset of the received electronic documents: a first attribute indicating a physical 
type of the corresponding physical document for the electronic document; and a second 
attribute indicating an input type associated with a method of creation for that electronic 
document (Bennett: see column 8, line 65 - column 9, line 1 1 , column 9, lines 48-67 
and column 10, lines 14-23). 
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Referring to claim 76, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the method of claim 24, 
wherein a first of the plurality of tables includes the unique time-based identifier as an 
attribute, and wherein the first table is accessible using the unique time-based identifier 
as a primary key of the first table (Irons: see column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30- 
64 and column 23, lines 39-41 and Bennett: see column 9, line 48-67). 

Referring to claim 77, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 24, wherein a first of the plurality of tables includes the 
unique time-based identifier as an attribute, and wherein the first table is accessible 
using the unique time-based identifier as a primary key of the first table (Irons: see 
column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and column 23, lines 39-41 and Bennett: 
see column 9, line 48-67). 

Referring to claim 78, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the document 
management system of claim 48, wherein a first of the plurality of tables includes the 
unique time-based identifier as an attribute, and wherein the first table is accessible 
using the unique time-based identifier as a primary key of the first table (Irons: see 
column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and column 23, lines 39-41 and Bennett: 
see column 9, line 48-67). 

Referring to claim 79, Irons/Vanko/Bennett discloses the tangible computer 
readable memory medium of claim 56, wherein a first of the plurality of tables includes 
the unique time-based identifier as an attribute, and wherein the first table is accessible 
using the unique time-based identifier as a primary key of the first table (Irons: see 
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column 7, lines 34-51 ; column 8, lines 30-64 and column 23, lines 39-41 and Bennett: 
see column 9, line 48-67). 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed on pages 2-6 of the Remarks with regards to the prior 
art rejections of the claims have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Referring to Applicant's argument on page 2 of the Remarks, the Applicant states 
"Applicants respectfully submits that the proposed combination fails to teach or suggest, 
as recited in claim 24, 'receiving a succession of electronic documents into a computer 
system, wherein each of the succession of electronic documents is received at a 
corresponding point in time' and 'for each of the at least subset of the received 
documents,' 'the computer system generating a corresponding unique time-based 
identifier identifying a date and time of day that the electronic document was received 
by the computer system.'" 

The examiner respectfully disagrees that the combination of Irons, Vanko and 
Bennet fails to teach the claimed limitations. Irons discloses receiving a succession of 
electronic documents into a computer document management system, wherein each of 
the succession of electronic documents is received at a corresponding point in time 
[scanning or imaging the documents] (see column 7, lines 52-67) and for each of at 
least a subset of the received electronic documents generating a corresponding unique 
identifier [globally unique identifier] (see column 8, lines 30-64 and column 15, lines 24- 
48). While Irons discloses assigning a globally unique identifier to the documents, Irons 
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fails to explicitly disclose the further limitation of the computer system wherein unique 
time-based identifier identifies a date and time of day corresponding to the point in time 
at which the electronic document was received by the computer system. Vanko 
discloses generating a corresponding unique time-based identifier identifying a date and 
time of day that the electronic document was received by the computer system [the file 
name, recorded on May the third, 1 994, at 3:09 pm, would be 940503.1 50] (see column 
1 5, line 56 - column 1 6, line 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to utilize the concept of a unique time-based identifier 
representing the time a document is scanned into the system as disclosed by Vanko as 
the global identifier of Irons. One would have been motivated to do so since the 
identifier of Irons can be anything that identifies the document and a time-based 
identifier provides a unique identifier, which also supplies additional meta-data about the 
document. 

Referring to Applicant's arguments on pages 4 and 5 of the arguments, the 
Applicant states that "even assuming a motivation to combine Irons and Vanko exists, a 
person having ordinary skill in the art would not have applied Vanko's file-naming 
scheme to the "unique document identifier" of Iron's system" and "no motivation exists 
to combine Irons and Vanko in the manner suggested." 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. Both Vanko and Irons are in the field of 
endeavor of data entry. Both Irons and Vanko disclose assigning a unique identifier to a 
document. The difference between Irons and Vanko is the naming scheme utilized to 
generate the unique identifier. The concept of generating a unique identifier for a 
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document is well-known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for 
the purposes of data entry. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the concept of a unique time-based 
identifier representing the time a document is scanned into the system as disclosed by 
Vanko as the global identifier of Irons. One would have been motivated to do so since 
the identifier of Irons can be anything that identifies the document and a time-based 
identifier provides a unique identifier, which also supplies additional meta-data about the 
document. 

The Applicant further argues on pages 5-6 of the Remarks that Bennet does 
not remedy the defects of Irons and Vanko. For the reasons stated above, Irons and 
Vanko teach the limitation of "generating a corresponding unique time-based identifier 
indentifying a date and a time of day that the electronic document was received by the 
computer system." Therefore, the rejection of the claims in view of Irons, Vanko and 
Bennet are maintained. 

Referring to Applicant's arguments on page 6 of the Remarks with regards to 
claims 27 and 60, Applicants argue that Vanko fails to teach a "seconds value" and 
while Vanko does mention a "number of seconds," this quantity is not part of the file 
name. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees that Vanko fails to disclose the claimed 
limitation. Column 15, lines 56-58 of Vanko state that "The first recording is assigned a 
file name that reflect the date and time at the moment the OUTPUT button was 
activated." While column 15, lines 58 - column 16, line 5 give an example of a possible 
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filename, this is merely an example, and Vanko fails to state that this is the only 
mechanism in which to represent the time component. Column 15, lines 50-55 depict 
the possible format of a timestamp, which includes a two-digit hour value, a two-digit 
minutes value and a two-digit seconds value that the system is able to utilize. Since the 
system has the capability of detecting these values, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize these values in the naming 
scheme of the file to reflect the time at the moment the OUTPUT button was activated. 

Therefore, the rejections of claims 24-30, 33, 35, 36, 41-45, 48-54, 56-63, 65-72 
and 76-79 are maintained. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KIMBERLY LOVEL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2750. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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